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Sir: 

Pursuant to the Pre-Appeal Brief Conference Pilot Program, and further to the 
Examiner's Final Office Action dated November 26, 2007, Applicant files this Pre-Appeal Brief 
Request for Review. This Request is also accompanied by the filing of a Notice of Appeal. 

Applicant turns now to the rejections at issue: 

Claim 1 has been twice rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated 
by U.S. Pat. No. 6,327,373 to Yura ("Yura"). Claims 2, 3, 7 and 17-21 have been twice rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
6,481 ,712 to Yap ("Yap"). Claim 8 has been twice rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of Yap and further in view of U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 
2002/00466 to Yokoi ("Yokoi"). Claims 4-6 and 9-16 have been twice rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Yura in view of Yokoi, and further in view of U.S. 
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Pat, No. 3,038,607 to Eckert, Jr. ("Eckert"). Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner's 
construction of the claims at least with respect to the Yura reference is in error. Further, 
Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not established a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

The primary reference, Yura, is directed to sorting mail by means of optical character 
recognition to detect an address (column 1, lines 50-54; column 2, lines 1-5), The Examiner 
alleges that column 5, lines 1 9-26 of Yura discloses a stamp-side detecting portion since, as 
illustrated in Fig. 4 A, a stamp may be positioned on the same side of a postal item as the ZIP 
code frames illustrated in Yura, See Office Action, page 13. 

Yura discloses that a stamp portion 53 in an upper right portion of the mail image 51 is 
first detected as a reference for a series of the zip code frames 52 (column 5, lines 19-26; Fig. 
4A). Thus, Yura, assumes that the stamp portion is present to be detected as a reference for the 
zip code frames, but is silent as to initially detecting and orienting the postal item based on the 
stamp. In fact, as disclosed by Yura the optical character reader may be provided on both sides 
of the transfer path for the mail if the main surfaces, i.e., a surfaces having the stamp and the 
address, are not directed to the same direction. T herefore, Yura does not even require that the 
stamp face of the postal item be detected. Thus, Yura does not disclose or suggest that the faces 
of the postal items containing the stamp arc detected and faced in the same direction, as set forth 
in the claims. 

1 lowever, the Examiner construes the "stamp-side of a postal item" as the left or right 
side of a face of the postal item. This is evident in the Examiner's Response to Arguments where 
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the Examiner slates "In this case, the upper right portion represents the right side of the postal 
item, and therefore, Vara does disclose a stamp-side detecting portion by disclosing destination 
detecting means." See Office Action, page 13. The Examiner's construction is contrary to the 
"stamp-side of a postal item" as defined in the specification and as set forth in the claims. The 
Examiner further alleges that upon review of Applicant's specification a stamp face of a postal 
item is not described to mean the front or back of a postal item. Again, Applicant respectfully 
disagrees with the Examiner. 

Applicant notes that the Examiner agreed during the Interview conducted on January 9, 
2008 to the term "face" of a postal item as indicating a front or back of a postal item to 
differentiate from the term "side" of a postal item which the Examiner interpreted as a direction, 
e.g., left or right, on a face of a postal item. The specification in fact provides sufficient 
description supporting a stamp face of a postal item to mean a front or back of a postal item. 

As set forth in the specification, "the facing unit 3 has a stamp side-detecting portion 32 
on the inclined transport portion 3 1 to detect the presence or absence of stamps on the postal 
items from one side of the transport path (step A7). If no stamps are detected, it is considered 
that the stamps are on the other side" (page 10, lines 8-14). If the stamp side-detecting portion 
32 detects the presence of a stamp the item drops toward the transport path 343, and if the stamp 
side-detecting portion 32 detects the absence of the stamp the postal item drops toward the 
transport path 344. See page 11, lines 7-1 1 and page 12, lines 3-7. Therefore, a transport path 
for the postal item is chosen based on which side, i.e., face, of the postal item a stamp is 
determined to be present. 
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Finally, on page 13, lines 14-22, the specification states, "the sequence of operations of 
the above-describe portions of the facing unit 3, ... are performed to complete the process of 
aligning the postal items so that the stamp sides face the same direction." Thus, we believe it 
is clear based on Applicant's disclosure that the facing unit, of which the stamp side-detecting 
portion is a part, determines the face of a postal item containing the stamp, i.e., the stamp side, 
rather than the location of a stamp on a face of the postal item as construed the Examiner. 

This point is further clarified at page 14, lines 5-13, where the specification states that a 
stamp position-detecting portion 42 detects the presence or absence of a stamp on each of the 
postal items and if the presence of a stamp is detected, it then detects the position of the 
stamp and feeds the same to ink-jet printer 43. The ink-jet printer 43 prints a postmark in the 
position of the stamp on the postal item based on information detected by the stamp position- 
detecting portion 42 (steps A16 and A 17)." 

Therefore, as supported by the specification, embodiments of Applicant's invention 
determine the stamp face of a postal item, i.e., the side of the postal item on which a stamp is 
present, and subsequently determines the position of the stamp on the stamp face of the postal 
item. Applicant respectfully submits that the "stamp-side of a postal item" as defined in the 
specification and recited in the claims is the face of the postal item on which the stamp is 
affixed. Thus, claim I was amended to recite "a stamp side-detecting portion which determines 
on which lace of each of postal items a stamp is affixed," and "a facing portion which aligns the 
postal items so that their stamp faces face the same direction." 
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Without reading limitations from the specification into the claims, it is clear that the 
stamp-side detecting portion determines the face of a postal item to which a stamp is affixed, i.e., 
front or back, the facing portion faces the stamp faces of the postal items in the same direction, 
and a stamp position detecting portion (as recited in claim 7) detects where the stamp is located 
on the stamp face of the postal items, i.e., left, right, top and bottom of the stamp face. 

The primary reference, Yura, however, is silent as to at least a stamp side-detecting 
portion which determines on which face of postal items a stamp is affixed, and a facing portion 
which aligns the postal items so that their stamp faces face the same direction, as alleged by the 
Examiner. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that for at least the reasons set forth above and in the 
Response filed September 21 , 2007, and in view Interview conducted on January 9, the 
rejections of claims 1-21 are in error and should be withdrawn and the application allowed to 
pass to issue at the earliest possible time. 
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